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Honor,able D~n. Edwards
House of Representatives
W~shi~gton, D.C.' 20515 '

Dear Congressman Edwards:

This is in reply to. your letter of MarCh~' 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents re rding the Notice of Proposed Rule'
Making {Notice) in PR Docket No • .J12-23'5, 7 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice.
proposes comprehensive changes to the Co mission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
.on radio control (R/C) hobby users.' Enclosed is a dis<?ussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band•. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RiC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and R/C hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituents' concerns into account w~en we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quali t.y of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding.
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding.
rules to be issued in 1994.

Your constituents'
We expect final

Richard J. Shiben
Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau
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DON EDWARDS
10TH DISTRICT, CAU'ORH'A

COMMITIEE ON
JUDICIARY

CHAIRMA"I

SUBCOMM'ITEE ON
'CiVIL AND

CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS

COMMlTIEE ON
VETERANS' AFFAIRS

«ongrt~~,of, t~~'~itttt~&tatt~

l'OUMt c.f· l\tpftJtntatibtJ:

.a'bin«lon. Be: 20515-0510

March 12 f 1993

WASIllNGTOtI OFFICE:
4202' 225-3072

DISTIIlCT OFFICES:
1042, WES't HEDDING STREET

• SUITt" 100 •
,SAN JOSE, CA 95126

• {4~)3,45-l71,"
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Chairman James Quello
Federal Communications commission
1919 M street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Quello:

My office has received a number of letters regarding PR Docket
No. 92-235, revisions to the private land ,mobile radio services.
I have enclosed these letters and ask that you please include
these comments in the public record.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

~~
Don Edwards
Member of Congress

DE:jw



Hon~r8bl-e Cqngr~5sman D~Hl .Ed\tlards
U.S.·Hou~e of Repr.esentatives·
Washington, D.C.

Dear Congressman Edwards;

r··

. \

San Jose p Calif.
Feb. 19 p 1993

I am retired and involved with sport of Radi9 qontrol Modeling. I am presently a
Memb~r of' the Santa-Clara County Model .Aircra·ftSkyperk C·lub, ·I.ocated at 102.50 Monterey
Road. I enjoybu;'lding 8nd flyi'ng radio controled (RIC) aircraft. At the beglning of
1991 our sport underwent the changing of all our radio equipment to insure we meet new
guIdelines set forth by the FCC to keep our hobby safe. I presently own tworodio
control systems and. three different models, and have a workshop full of products,requlp
ment, and projects necessary to operbte my afrcraft~

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration
by thetFederal Communication Commision (FCC>. The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies assigned for RIC
model use, and Increase the risk of accident and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencie.5 are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primad Iy
used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies
in this band are far enough apart from land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

The notice of proposed rule making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces part 90 of
the rules with a new part 88. Part 90 allows for the safe use of RIC aircraft and surface
models by keeping 8 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and freqeencies used
by. RIC enthusiast. The new part 88 will allow users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies avai lable to U5 eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channel$ on
the 72 MHZ. band tfor RIC cars end boats) now used by hobbyists. In fect more channels
wi II likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models we go to great lengthS to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety Precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the frequencies. If the number of usable'
frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC, the;remaining frequencies wi II become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek expanding the operation conditions of
land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio control modelers. The FCC may not
think we are as important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable invest
ment in our models and in our radio equipment. 1 Radio models are a sizable industry that
must be saved from these determental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoy
~nt to hundreds of thousands of people like myself throughout the United States, and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial avlation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help ur
gently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which time it ~y become
more difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely, ~
" ,/"1 .' . ....,;,"""'-

.,,{.(". ,./(' /" - .' ',/').';';-I-i ".<,:" (/,://J_

Ori A. -0, Ben~d:(t() .. -;
501 Mac Arthur Ave.
San Jose) Ca. 95128
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February 22, 1993

THE HONORABLE DON' EDWARDS
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTIVES
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20515

DEAR DON EDWARDS,

I AM CLUB MEMBER OF FOUR CLUBS ACTIVE IN ALL FOUR, I have been
interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very
concerned about proposed rules that currently under consideration
by the federal communications commission [FCC] the proceeding is PR
DOCKET 92-235. If adopted the new rules will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use, and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for, we have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment,
the hobby provides many hours of enjoyment, PLEASE HELP ALL OUR
CLUBS. SAY NO, PLEASE.

PAUL C. CREMINS
4874 ASPEN CT.
SAN JOSE, CA. 95124 THANKS,

1Jt:uJt~
PAUL CREMINS AMA 64516
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Tt'e '-{Cinor'ar-J'lt" Don F..::.dl'lar d,,,:

United States Se~ate

Wash ingtQ.n:. 'D. C.'20519" '"'

Dear Sena tC)l- "E:dwar"ds,

(- " '
"

I am retired ~nd"del-ive many hours of enjoyment from building
&, operai:1ng R~dio C:cl'ltroll,ed Model Airplanes_ lam Vl'i':C'I

cancel-"ned about the proposed n.des that ar'e cUI-n"'nt 1 y unde
consideration by the Feder"al Tfad~ Cpmmission <FCC). Thl8'
pn;lceed i,ng is PR Docket 92-235., I f adopted, the nJi es ~'J"i 1'l
greatly ~educe the usability of frequencies currently
assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band.
This'band is used primarily for private land mobile dispatch
oper.tions. However, our radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies
that we have been able to share the band without eithei- USE

interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land'mobile frequencies bv

splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the
band p I an. As a l-esu 1 t, many I and mobile fn'?quenc i ec, W1 ] ;
move closer to the radio frequencie!Z, and cause interfpr,,"'CF
to \-adio control opel-ations. I am told that of the 5('
frequencies that an? presentl, available fClI ,adie ,'("it.
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left If thes0
new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control. we go to
great lengths to assure the sa1-ety of the operatofs; "",d
b;lstandei-s and the pl-otection ",1' Pi-OP!~)'ty. i"~aIT of OUi'
s.... af'et)/ pl-4?Ca.ui::io·ns j,f1\/Qlvf::? tf-tfl carE... 1-\.;} coor (jj·nai 1. <-J(I ,:~?iIC~ tJ':~,E.

cf the \-adio ceont\-c,} f"l-equ,::;·nc:iEs. If' trH? ,"\u,nbc',' C,1 \.;',,?;::, 1,'
fr"2quenc i 12,:" i S:1] m1 ni shed a::; PJ-C,pu~;!."d by the FCC, the,

l-emaininll t'l-equencies will become cO'lges1.:E.'d S,',-:; ~!1f" md".':p
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please unden:;tand that many m.)del airplanE'S have wingspan-:;; c't
up to ten feet and weigh as much as 30 to 40 pouncb"; _ Th'?
models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the
point. they are capable of causing proper tv damage. serious
injury. or even death if radio interference causes the
operatol- to lose control of the craft. We oftenflv cur
m~]dels at ol-ganiz-ed events and contests \r~hel-l-::' hund Eci5 U'

operators participate. We nE'ed the use of our -ful
C ['"nnp 1 ~?jnent of' ~- ad i c.: fl-~..?qLI.E·rl(~ i :;:-:-:~.':: 1 ~-'! ~:,r E~': 1 c.. _:"_"; .~;

flving environment.

r do not think .; .l-- .. c::-::o.,,'.. W 1 ::>f_ ot' the FCC to ~hi
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Dpet~tin9 conditio'tls"> u'f J'ana jnobi~F' (<'H:.1lC -:E,E't-':: at ,tl,lE
'e?xpense of ,-adio cl:iI,tn}l', modeJ"el-s. ThE: r=CC (h2y :101: th~n~ ,-It:'

are as' ifflportan:t' as busines~ users of radios', but ,,~e hav{:;.'
, considerable ~n~est~ents in our models and in our ,radio
'e~uipment. 'The hob~y pr~videsm~~~ ho~rs 6f:~ntoyment'to

thousoand-s of people like 'myself and,i::ontr'ibutes to th~i

acjva~c;:ement 'and :dev:elopment' of 'the corrimer,c:i.~f '::'vi·ation
industry. '

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
nqt allowing the FCC to carry out it:s propos.;ils for't;he72,
76 MHz 'band.

, . 5 i nc:el-e 1y

~!;h~~
910 W Dunne Ave.
Morgan Hill, CA.
95037
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~ .. . . FREDERICl(.Q~ JOHNSoN:, PhD' ..
CONSULTING ENOI-NEERING
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The .Honorable'Don, EdWards
230:7 Rayburn Offic~ Building .
Washington, DC 2'os::f5 '. .
(202)245-3072
'(408)345-1711

, .
Dear Mr Edwards,'. '.

'\' -\\,/\~ .. '.'
\.

11 February" 1~93 .

I am cOncerned 'abo'ut Federal Communicati~ns Commis~ion Notice of Proposed' Rule Maki~g,
PR Docket 92-235. If approved, this Rule would allow new commercial channels between
those currently used by the Radio Controlled (Re) model industry for transmitters and
receivers.

, .
As one of my representatives' in VVashington, I need your help to make sure that my interests
are considered when reviewing this Rule. Please read the attached letter that I have sent to
the FCC for some specifics.

I would appreciate 'Your using any influence you have to make sure all sides are considered in
this matter.

Th\Jn~Y;\\
,~.~~~

Glen M lIer
2658 Poplarwood Way
San Jose, CA 95132
(408)945-7929

PS. This is totally unrelated but since "m writing anyway.....

I support a federal tax increase on gasoline. I would like to see the revenues directed
towards the building and promotion of mass-transit systems, alternative fuels, ecological
concerns and highway infrastructure improvement. I don't consider $.50 to $1.00 per
gallon to be too much. You can use it for debt reduction too but not as an excuse for
increasing the budget.



. . .... .

FederalC.ommuriicatrons,.Commission
19f9 M Street, NW .,

.. '. .. 'V\,Iast1ington; DC .20554
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Jan. 26, 1993

CE''") ,4) r., 'l4Ql~''f ..:.. b I'"~ \.i tl.i~,

HONORABLE DON EDWARDS
United States House of Rep.
Washington, DC,20515

Subject:FCC issuance of' NPRM PR DOCKET 92-235

Dear Representative Edwards:

I wish to bring this issue to your attention. I am asking you to
look into this matter.

'FCC has made frequencies' changes' in the past and as a user of' the
system I supported the changes to allow as many users as possible.
The change they are now proposing will eliminate the use by
thousands of us radio control model users.

The proposed new frequencies will be designated as "mobile" so that
none of us will know when and where it is safe to fly our models.
The Mobile users will be allowed higher wattage and when a mobile
user turns on an adjacent frequency near a inflight radio control
model, then the results will be an uncontrolled crash. This brings
up the SAFETY ISSUE which also must be addressed.

The present radio technology was developed to allow the narrow
spacing that we now use - but will not be able to cope with the
proposed NARROWER SPACING.

It is very important that all sides of this issue be carefully
evaluated before FCC is allow to make the changes and stop all the
activities of both Modelers and the related support industries.

AS a tax payer, voter, and supporter I urged you to help us stop
this very dangerous INTRUSION.

Thank You so very much.

r~el~
~ter ~szc

I

Send reply to: Peter Roguszczak
4047 1st Street, Suite 203
Livermore, Ca 94550

"
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Sincerely,

; l'm a~ involved with' ·the sport of B.ad:i,o ·Control modeling. I'm, presently a .
member' 6f the Santa Clara County Model Air'cra"ft Skypark,. located 'at 10250'
Monterey Road. I enjoy building and the flying of RiC aircraft. In the
l:;)~gining of ,,199'1 weun¢l,er \'i,ent, the changing of. all our Radio' equipm,ent to
insure that we ri:!et the' newguidelirtes set' fort,Ii. by 'the FCC and to keep our
hobby safe,. I presently own~ Radio control .systems and .'c;different
models arid' a ~ave a. workshop full of products" equipment and proj ~cts
necessary to operate my aircraft. '

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Ccrnmission (FCC). The proceed:'.ng
is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the new rule will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned fc:::- RiC model use and in<:::rease
the risk accidents and attendant liability. '

, Our radio-,control frequencies are i'n. the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primaeily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,.our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from 'land mobile
frequecies that we have been able to share the band without eithe~ use
interferin~ with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces
Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for the safe use of
Ric aircraft and surface models by keeping a 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and frequHlcies used by RiC enthusiasts. The new Part 88
will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies
available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on
the 72 MHz band (for Ric aircraft) and 10 of t.he 30 frequencies on the 75 .
MHz band (for Ric cars and boats) now used by 'hobbyists. In fact, more
channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our Ric models, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of prope~ty. Many
of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the
frequencies. If the number of usable frequecies is diminished as proposed by
the FCC, the remaining frequecies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seeK to expand the operation
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of the yadio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as imput::'tant as business users of
radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. It is a sizable industry that must be saved from these
detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
hundreds of thousands of pr:)ple like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76
MHz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a deadline :)f
February 26, 1993 after which it may become more difficult to avoid halting
these proposals from going into effect,

p~d~



The Honorable DOn Edwards,
2307 Raybwn Office Building .
.w~hington·DC 2051.5 .

. " '~tMr. EdwardS:' , ' .. :0 .."

February 19, 1993

'.
'< '

. .".. .. ~ .

I am·a new radio .cont:ro1 airplane ,enth1,lsiast, I have been flying for only_two years. Thoug~ Jam ..'
new i have as ways been intereste<Hn aviation, as a member of the US. Air Force for 10 years and
now as a civilian, airplanes ~e a passion fQr me. . '

I am very concerned about proposed rules' that are currently underconsideratioIi by the Federal
'Communications Co~ssion (FCC). The proceeding-is PR pocket 92-235. I am against PR.
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk ofaccidents and attendant liability for
controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in,the 72 - 76 MHz band. This. band is primarily"used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control'frequencies in this band are
far enough apart' from the land mobile frequencies 'that we have been able to share the ban~

without either use interf~ringwith the other~

Now the'FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am
told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety
of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as
30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the
operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out
its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.



ROGER S. BQROVOY
600. HANSEN.. WAY

PALO ALTO: CALlFO.RNIA 9430·6

January· 27;

The Hciriorable·Donald Edwards
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Proposed FCC Change~~i~~Ji~
Radio Controlled Model Airplanes

Dear Don:

You probably remember m~ as Intel's General Counsel
when we worked together on the Mask Protection Act. ·I'm
writing today about my hobby. I know that radio con
trolled model airplanes are the last thing on your pri
ority list. However, they are extremely important to us
modelers. I love flying! At least when one of these
planes crashes, I'm not in it.

There are a lot of us who spend a lot of time on
this hobby. There are 300 of us in Gilroy, 100 in Santa
Clara and many other clubs allover California. It is
tragic when an airplane, which one of us has spent untold
hundreds of hours building, crashes unnecessarily. Fur
thermore, it can be downright dangerous '.,< These. planes
can be very destructive and accidents have even been
fatal on occasion.

The FCC recently issued a Notice of Proposed Rule
making (docket 92-235). This new regulation proposes
the insertion of two new frequencies between those pre
sently assigned for radio control ("RC") model flying.
In plain English, this means that a mobile transmitter
could transmit a signal (substantially stronger than our
own) which is extremely close (2.5 kHz away) to the fre
quencies we use to fly. Since these transmitters would
be mobile, we would never know when they were in our
vicinity. Such a signal makes our planes uncontrollable
and a lethal weapon.

Most flying fields use a restricted area. We don't
have infinite land in Santa Clara, for example. However,
when a foreign signal interferes with our transmission,
the model can go anywhere. These models weigh in excess



"The Honorable Donald Edwards -2- January 27, 1993"

of ten pounds and at the 60 mph speeds t~ey fly, can do
cqnside~abledamq,ge "to pers"on and property when the" radio
frequency control is interfered with."

Our model clubs spend a lot of time enforcing safe
ty. This apparently "minor" frequency allocation change
(the first of its type in 60 years) could wreak havoc
with our safety record.

I earnestly enlist your support in opposing this
proposed change.

Very truly yours,

. Borovoy

RSB: jrnk


